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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 6 is objected to because of the following infomnalities: The phrase 
"according to one of the claim 1" requires appropriate correction. 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication In this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Lea et 

al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Lea teaches a sink device with a local display (see Lea, p. 37, 
Dewce Classification) for connection to a digital IEEE 1394 network (see Lea, p. 35, 
Supporting Tectinologies). Lea further teaches that the device may have a means for 
displaying a user interface for controlling a data source device connected to the 
network. See Lea, p. 42, col. 1. Lea also teaches that the device has a means for 
controlling network resource allocation and for automatically establishing, upon 
selection of a function of the source device by the user through the user interface, a 
connection between the data source device and the data sink device as default 
destination device of the connection. See Lea, p. 42, col. 1. Lea teaches that said sink 
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device may have playback capability of the data of the source device (e.g., DTV 
receiver). See Lea, p. 37, Device Classification. 

Regarding claim 2, Lea teaches that the connection is an isochronous 
transmission connection comprising allocation of a channel of bandwidth. See Lea, p. 
42. col. 1. 

Regarding claim 3, Lea teaches that the controlling means of the sink device 
carries out a check for an existing connection from the source device to another sink 
device (see Lea, p. 42, col. 1 , "aware of any conflict over device use"), and that in the 
affinmative, a connection Is not automatically set up between the source device and the 
sink device (see Lea, p. 42, col. 1 , "users . . . can settle the issue among themselves 
out of band"). 

Regarding claim 4, Lea teaches that the function can be a playback function. 
See Lea, p. 40, DDI Controller, "play button." 

Regarding claim 5, Lea teaches that the source device may comprise a storage 
means. See Lea, p. 35, col. 1 , paragraph 1 . It is inherent that this storage means may 
be used for storing data to be transmitted and that it may be responsive to controls for 
starting and stopping reading from the storage means. 

Regarding claim 6, Lea teaches that the function may be a selection function of 
the source device. See Lea, p. 42. col. 1 , "user selects particular DCM." 

Regarding claim 7, Lea teaches that the source device may comprise a data 
generation means adapted to the continuous output of data. See Lea, p. 39, col. 1 , 
Stream Manager. 
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Regarding claim 8, Lea teaches that the device further comprises memory for 
storing software {see Lea, p. 36, col. 1 , "acts as a host for a controlled device by 
running a software proxy") downloaded from the source device {see Lea, p. 36, col. 2, 
"uploaded DCM originates from an external source", p. 40, col. 2, "can extract this 
havlet from the DCM, . . . and load and execute the havlet") wherein said software is 
adapted to control the automatic establishment of the connection between the source 
device and the sink device (see Lea, p. 36, col. 1, "specifies communication between it 
and the DCM") and wherein the user interface is derived from said software (see Lea, p. 
40, col. 1 , DDI Controller). 

Regarding claim 9, Lea explicitly teaches that the software is a HAVi Havlet and 
the network is a HAVi network. See Lea, p. 40, col. 2. 

Regarding claim 10, Lea teaches a method for setting up a data stream 
connection in a digital network comprising a source device and a sink device, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

executing a user interface on the sink device; 

selecting a function of the source device through the user interface, 
characterized by the step of establishing a connection for data transmission from the 
data source device to the data sink device as default destination device of the 
connection, wherein said sink device has playback capability of the data of the source 
device. See Lea, p. 41 , col. 2, A home network shell. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Lea further teaches that the user interface may be derived 
from software downloaded by the sink device from the source device. See Lea, p. 40, 
The havi.ui package, p. 41, col. 2, "instantiate the DCIVI's havlet." 

Regarding claim 12, Lea explicitly teaches that the software is a HAVi Havlet and 
the network is a HAVi network. See Lea, p. 40, col. 2. 

Regarding claim 13, Lea teaches that the downloaded software controls the 
establishment of the connection. See Lea, p. 42, col. 1, "instantiate the DCM's havlet," 
p. 36. col. 1, "vendor of the controlled device specifies communication between it and 
the DCM." 

Regarding claim 14, Lea teaches that the sink device carries out a check for an 
existing connection from the source device to another sink device (see Lea, p. 42, col. 
1 , "aware of any conflict over device use"), and that in the affirmative, a connection is 
not automatically set up between the source device and the sink device (see Lea, p. 42, 
col. 1 , "users . . . can settle the issue among themselves out of band"). 

Regarding claim 15, Lea teaches that the function can be a playback function 
(see Lea, p. 40, DDI Controller, "play button") and that the source device may comprise 
a storage means (see Lea, p. 35, col. 1 , paragraph 1 ). 

Claim 16 is rejected for all the reasons above because Lea teaches the sink 
device as described above and therefore also teaches the data source device. See 
also Lea, p. 41 , >A home network shell (describing this device and its functioning). 
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Conclusion 



3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Willow Noonan whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1322. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 AM-5:00 
PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Pwu can be reached on (571) 272-6798. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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